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Abstract 
 

A breakthrough approach that unleashed the function of bacterial nucleases and the engineered ones has prompted the 

Creation of innovative gene editing technologies and procedures. In practically all eukaryotic cells, puzzled unclear 

Situations can be resolved by directly addressing certain genomic sequences and modifying them for use in various tactics. 

This expanding field of research has made this possibility possible. The ability to detect unique phenomena linked to the 

Genetic and epigenetic variables driving the development of disease have been enhanced through genome editing. It has 

majorly promoted the way for creating more precise cellular and animal models for elucidating pathological pathways and 

has shown remarkable potential in varying fields such as biotechnology, crop engineering, and biomedical science research 

Is under way. The creation of sophisticated methods based on nucleases, such as those connected to the CRISPR system, 

such as zinc finger nucleases (ZFNs) and transcription activator-like effector nucleases (TALENs), and CRISPR-Cas- 

Associated nucleases, has greatly enhanced their practical utility in designing most promising biotechniques. Surprisingly, 

The applications of genome editing are leading to a variety of therapeutic and therapy options. This review will focus on 

Some applications and research that have revealed their implementation and strategies. 

Keywords: Epigenetic, Biotechnology, CRISPR, ZFN, TALENs, Nucleases.

Received 20.12.2022 Revised 28.02.2023 Accepted 26.03.2023 
 

 

Introduction 

The development of novel strategies and measures has 

always been in substantial demand to understand vital kinks 

in human, animal, and environmental health. The gross 

changes in the genome of different microorganisms have 

raised significant concerns about the advent of critically 

harmful pathogens that are terminating in the birth of various 

diseases. The stories of great discoveries and inventions 

frequently depict a string of fortunate coincidences. Scientific 

advancements in different aspects of biotechnological tools, 

techniques, and processes are always in the spotlight for the 

evolution of several resolutions. Gene editing has served as a 

boon for culminating various pathogenic effects. In this era 

of research, scientists are converging different and vast 

practices to make a remarkable impact on scientific 

approaches. Gene editing is one of the spectacular 

approaches that has astonished biotechnological methods 

with startling results in various domains such as food, 

agricultural, medical, plant, and human health. This article 

will give a general overview of the field of genome editing 

and the tools that are used to modify genome sequences, 

starting with a brief history of the field and concentrating on 

key developments along the way. 

Journey of genome-editing- 

The genome of the eukaryotic system is complex and 

intricate. The urge to understand the basic phenomenon and 

metabolic activities of a cell have forced researchers to 

fabricate different methods for treating diseased conditions. 

This intervention provoked a step towards target-specific 

gene manipulations, and thus the technique of genome 

editing came under effect. The discovery of restriction 

enzymes (Danna et al., 1971; Kelly et.al., 1971; Smith et.al., 

1971) turned the enigma surrounding bacteria's defense 

mechanism against bacteriophages. It was the first significant 

development in genetic engineering that made it possible for 

experts to accurately change DNA sequences using 

molecular scissors. It further emphasized the role of gene 

manipulation studies in mammalian cells. The remarking 

contribution was the studies conducted by Smithies, and 

coworkers which proved that the exogenous DNA copies get 

incorporated into the host genome via a process of 

homologous recombination (Capecchi et.al., 1989 Thomas 

et.al., 1986 Smithies et al., 1985). However, the extent of 

incorporation may vary accordingly as the cell can present 

itself in different stages. 

Nucleases as the executor of genome editing 

One of the earliest discoveries was the finding that when a 

double-strand break (DSB) is introduced at a target, the 

frequency of targeted gene integration increases location can 

be measured in several orders of magnitude (Rouet et.al., 

1994; Rudin et.al., 1998). As a result, numerous research 

teams concentrated on creating various methods for 
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achieving specific DSBs. Early studies involved inserting 

specific DSBs into the mouse genome with the help of 

unusual cutting endonuclease enzymes, including the 18-bp 

cutter I-SceI (Rouet et al., 1994). The process includes the 

usage of meganucleases (long segments of 14–40 bp DNA 

are recognized by endonucleases.), which in turn enhanced 

genome-editing efficiency. Despite this efficacy, Due to 

certain restrictions, this technique was limitedThe likelihood 

of discovering a meganuclease that specifically targets a 

desired site remained low since double-strand breaks (DSBs) 

are repaired by the fragile non-homologous end joining 

(NHEJ) DNA repair pathway Which may arbitrarily add or 

remove DNA fragments at the break sites, preventing 

exogenous DNA template from incorporating into the DSBs 

(Jeggo, P. A. 1998). Scientists started manipulating naturally 

occurring meganucleases to overcome these challenges 

(Rosen et al. 2006, Sussman et al., and 2004 Seligman et al. 

2002). It was probably impossible to find a meganuclease 

that can target genes at the genomic level despite all of this 

effort. 

The identification and use of eukaryotic zinc finger proteins 

have significantly advanced this goal. Zinc ions are used to 

selectively link small protein motifs known as zinc fingers to 

DNA sequences.  Each zinc finger pattern may identify a 

DNA sequence as short as 3 base pairs (Klug, A., and 

Rhodes, D. 1987). Press of Cold Spring Harbor Thus, a 

multi-zinc finger motif complex, in contrast to 

meganucleases, could achieve more DNA binding selectivity. 

The discovery of the Fok I endonuclease led to the synthesis 

of programmable nuclease proteins by combining zinc finger 

proteins with the DNA cleavage domain of this enzyme (Kim 

et.al., 1996). 

Numerous studies (Bibikova et al., 2001; Kim et al., 1996) 

revealed that zinc finger nucleases (ZFNs) greatly speed up 

targeted homologous recombination in both model species 

and human cells. With the development of ZFNs, it became 

much easier to accurately alter the genomes of living cells at 

site-directed locations, which also made it possible to apply 

these technologies to treat disease (Urnov et al. 2005; Porteus 

et al., 2003). Each zinc finger recognised a 3-bp DNA code, 

allowing a combinatorial assembly of 6-7 zinc fingers to 

selectively target any 18–21 bp genomic sequences (Miller et 

al., 2007). There are 64 different zinc fingers in the pool, 

making up 43 combinations. As proteins from Xanthomonas 

bacteria can preferentially detect one single base instead of 

three bases as with ZFNs, another group of nucleases known 

as transcription activator-like effector (TALE) attracted 

increased interest. Scientists were drawn to this newly 

discovered class of proteins in order to do more noteworthy 

research on them (Urnov et al., 2010, Boch et al., 2009). 

A more potent class of proteins known as TALEN was 

discovered by fusing the Fok I DNA cleavage domain with 

TALE nucleases (Li et. al. 2011, Miller et. al., 2011, Zhang 

et. al., 2011, Moscou et. al., 2009). 

The miraculous onset of genomic manipulation 

technique: CRISPR 

In addition to the previously stated nucleases, new proteins 

must be designed or engineered in order to target diverse 

regions of the genome. Sequentially increasing the 

effectiveness of genome editing was the discovery of 

synthetic meganucleases, ZFNs and TALENs. However, 

ZFNs and TALENs were not widely employed by the 

scientific community due to the difficulties involved in their 

cloning and protein engineering. In this aspect, CRISPR has 

fundamentally altered the field. More importantly, using it is 

much simpler and more flexible. The CRISPR gene-editing 

mechanism is more particular and exact in terms of its DNA-

targeting specificity thanks to the meticulous endonuclease 

activity associated with the CRISPR protein. Additionally, a 

short guide RNA can regulate the endonuclease activity, 

increasing its selectivity. 

CRISPR stands for clustered regularly interspaced short 

palindromic repeat DNA sequences. The repeating sequences 

in Escherichia coli were initially found by Dr. Nakata's team, 

even though the word CRISPR was not coined until much 

later (Jansen et al., 2002). The CRISPR repeat clusters were 

interestingly separated by spacers, which are non-repeating 

DNA sequences, in contrast to the genome's traditional 

tandem repeats. Researchers spent more than ten years 

determining the nature and origin of these spacer sequences. 

As a part of the human genome project (HGP), the genomes 

of several more animals, including numerous different 

phages, were also sequenced. Through computational 

analysis of these genomic sequences, researchers identified 

key properties of CRISPR repeat and spacer elements. To 

start, 90% of archaea and more than 40% of sequenced 

bacteria, respectively, contain CRISPR sequences (Mojica et 

al., 2000). 

The CRISPR-associated (CAS) genes28 are a collection of 

well-conserved genes that are situated near to the CRISPR 

elements. Finally and most intriguingly, the non-repeating 

spacer DNA sequences were determined to be components of 

viruses and other mobile genetic elements (Pourcel et al. 

2005; Bolotin et al. 2005; Mojica et al. 2005). These findings 

sparked a great deal of scientific curiosity about the 

mechanical and functional significance of these CRISPR 

sequences. Though the particular mode of action was 

unknown, researchers started to hypothesise that it might 

serve as a bacterial immune system. The most significant 

experimental results regarding the possible functionality of 

CRISPR systems were supplied by the study conducted by 

Horvath and colleagues. 

Significantly, the targeting specificity of the CAS enzymes 

that provide defence against the phage is determined by the 

CRISPR spacer sequences (Barrangou et al., 2007). These 

findings further streamlined the CRISPR technique by 

employing just one short RNA. The endogenous CRISPR 

system needs the mature crRNA and the trans-activating 

crRNA (tracrRNA), two short RNAs. Together with the 

tracrRNA, the crRNA forms a base pair and acts as a guide 

sequence. For the Cas9 protein-RNA complex to be 

assembled, which causes double-strand breaks (DSBs) in 

DNA at specific locations, both crRNA and tracrRNA are 

required. In example, Jinek et al. demonstrated that a 

chimeric RNA known as a single guide RNA (sgRNA) was 

created by merging tracrRNA with crRNA May also drive 

CRISPR-Cas9 (Jinek et. al., 2012). 

In the wake of these discoveries, groundbreaking studies 

showing how CRISPR may be utilised for in vivo genome 

editing in eukaryotic cells were published (Mali et.al., 2013, 

Cong et. al., 2013, Jinek et.al., 2013). For the first time ever, 

researchers have a highly flexible tool that could be easily 

directed to target virtually any region of the genome by just 

making a short sgRNA. Due to its high editing effectiveness 
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and simplicity, CRISPR technology has quickly gained the 

support of researchers from a wide range of fields and 

become the go-to technique for many genome-targeting 

applications. Notably, it has been the subject of more than 

9000 research articles since it was first used as a genome-

editing approach in late 2012, and the number of publications 

seems to be increasing every year. 

Exploration of various CRISPR systems requires a thorough 

understanding of new CAS proteins and their 

characterisation. The number of studies attempting to re-

engineer the already-studied Cas9 proteins has increased as a 

result of this. The three main objectives of this field of 

research are to (i) decrease the size of Cas9 nucleases, (ii) 

increase their fidelity, and (iii) increase the targeting range of 

Cas9 variants. At numerous universities, there have been 

major modifications to the standards for targeting specificity 

and Cas9 PAM Despite the fact that Cas9 protein size 

reduction has only slightly improved. 

Applications of Gene editing in different fields- 

1. Manipulation of gene expression- 

The nickase Cas9 platform has been used by Nishida et al., 

2016, Komor et al., 2016, and Gaudelli et al., 2017) to create 

editing tools that enable direct C to T or A to G conversion at 

the target site without DSBs. Recently, Komor et al., 2016 

showed that Cas9 nickase coupled to APOBEC1 deaminase 

enzyme and Uracyl Glycosylase Inhibitor (UGI) protein 

efficiently changes cytosine to thymine in the target location 

without producing double-strand DNA breaks. Notably, a 

transfer RNA adenosine deaminase and nickase Cas9 were 

combined to create a new base editor (Gaudelli et al., 2017). 

Direct A-G conversion is achieved at the target sites using 

this base editor. 

The genomic regions that can be targeted have been greatly 

expanded by these cutting-edge base-editing techniques. To 

make these systems more adaptable, researchers are 

modifying them. This CRISPR base editor has been used to 

change the genetic code and introduce early STOP codons 

into genes in recent studies Billon et al., 2017, Kuscu et al., 

2017, Adli, M. et al., 2018 showed that the STOP codons 

TGA (opal), TAG (amber), or TAA (ochre) might emerge 

from changing C to T at the codons CGA (Arg), CAG (Gln), 

and CAA (Gln). Research using wild-type (WT) Cas9-

mediated gene knockout (KO) is a risky and ineffective 

alternative to the CRISPR-STOP strategy (Kuscu et al., 

2017). The activation-induced adenosine deaminase (AID) 

enzyme has also been fused to the dCas9 enzyme in addition 

to APOBEC adenosine deaminase (Ma et al. 2016, Hess et 

al., 2016). 

The dCas9-AID complex, in particular, becomes a potent 

local mutagenesis agent and may be employed as a gain of 

function screening tool when UGI is absent (Gilbert et al., 

2013, Ma et al., 2016, Hess et al., 2016). 

2. Clinical, diagnostic and therapeutic – 

The genome-engineering technology CRISPR/Cas 9 has 

produced a number of genome and epigenome altering 

targets concurrently. CRISPR screenings, when combined 

with a pluripotent stem cell strategy, are especially successful 

at obtaining differentiated cells from sick people, such as 

neurons, glial cells, and brain organoids (Kampmann, M. 

2020)). The CRISPR tool and its accompanying protein (Cas) 

system are composed of the CRISPR locus, which has 2-375 

repeat sequences and 21–48 bp, 1-374 interspersed spacer 

sequences (26-72 bp), and Cas genes. This entire system is 

applied in several cell line models (human isolated 

pluripotent stem cells (iPSCs)) and animal models to 

sequence the therapeutic method in various NDDs by killing 

off and fixing the damaged genes (Singh et al., 2023). 

According to reports, CRISPR offers a focused therapy 

method for conditions including seizures, autism, and 

cognitive loss that are related to the neuropsychiatric 

system.The most prevalent hereditary disorders include 

schizophrenia (SP), anxiety disorders (AD), bipolar disorders 

(BP), major depressive disorders (MDD), autism spectrum 

disorders (ASD), and attention deficit hyperactivity disorders 

(ADHD). The aforementioned illnesses have been associated 

with several reported defective genes, such as AS3MT, 

ANK3, and many other genes. These genes are mostly 

expressed in cellular processes, immunological control, 

synaptic transmission, and neural activity. The affected 

individuals can be exposed to CRISPR to fix the genetic 

alterations. In order to replace the damaged genes with the 

normally expressed genes, we can use a gene editing tool 

(Singh et al., 2023). 

Recombinant adeno-associated virus (rAAV) vectors are 

employed for gene augmentation and gene editing for the 

treatment of inherited liver diseases (Zabaleta et al., 2023). 

This clarifies the function of gene editing techniques in 

managing the symptoms of numerous disorders. 

The CRISPR/Cas9 system has shown promise in the 

treatment of cancer, and it has opened the door to the 

development of innovative new strategies such as chimeric 

antigen receptor (CAR) T-cell therapy and oncolytic virus 

therapy. Due to the large variety of genes and mutations 

involved, CRISPR/Cas9's DNA repair tools can be used in a 

variety of situations, from base and primer editing to non-

homologous end-joining and homology-directed repair. 

(Ugalde et al., 2023). 

A CRISPR/Cas12-based diagnostic technique for the quick 

and obvious detection of SARS-CoV-2 from extracted RNA 

from patient samples has been presented in recent papers 

(Broughton et al. 2020). These studies substantially increased 

the breadth of CRISPR/Cas9 applications by demonstrating 

the functional diversity obtained along multiple CRISPR/Cas 

evolution routes. 

Methotrexate, a chemotherapy drug, is cytotoxic because it 

blocks the synthesis of nucleotides that the DHFR enzyme 

needs to create tetrahydrofolate (THF), which kills cells. 

Kanarek et al. created FTCD (formimidoyl transferase cyclo 

deaminase), an encoded enzyme needed for histidine 

catabolism, using a CRISPR/Cas9-based screening 

technique. They discovered that when numerous genes in the 

histidine catabolism pathway were missing, the susceptibility 

of cultured cancer cells to methotrexate was significantly 

reduced. Histidine may be introduced to the diet in order to 

increase the flow via the histidine breakdown pathway in 

vivo, which would make leukemic xenografts more 

susceptible to methotrexate (Kanarek et al., 2018). Through 

the use of CRISPR/Cas technology in tumour metabolism, 

new knowledge has been discovered regarding the treatment 

of cancer (Zhang et al., 2021). 
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3. In agriculture- 

Crop breeding efforts could advance dramatically with the 

use of genome editing. Theoretically, this might encourage 

the creation of novel agricultural features that enhance 

productivity and pest resistance, promote climate change 

adaptation, and have applications in both the medical and 

industrial fields (Ricroch, A. 2019). Abiotic elements like 

salt, drought, and flooding, as well as climate change, pose 

severe hazards to agricultural output. As a result of climate 

change, abiotic stress is expected to worsen in agricultural 

systems. Gene editing can be a useful strategy for boosting 

crop resistance, according to recent research. Salinity and 

drought are two of the most important abiotic factors 

affecting rice, hence it is important to investigate the 

possibility of employing gene editing to create resistant 

varieties.CRISPR/Cas9 was used in one study to disable the 

salt-sensitive OsRR22 gene in rice (Karavolias et.al., 2021, 

Zhang A. et al., 2019). 

4. In animals- 

Genetic engineering has benefited a variety of animals, 

including cattle, pigs, carp, and sheep. This has sped up 

research and made previously impossible studies viable. Its 

use has improved animal welfare, disease resistance, cattle 

adaptability, and farming productivity. The nations working 

the hardest on animal genome editing include the United 

States, the United Kingdom, and China. To feed the world's 

expanding population, food output may need to rise by as 

much as 70%. Genome editing has the ability to decrease 

waste and increase the effectiveness of food distribution 

(Ricroch, A. 2019). 

According to Bendixen et al., 2010, Chan, A. W. 2013, and 

Tsai et al., 2007), large animals, particularly non-human 

primates (NHPs), pigs, and dogs, have numerous 

physiological, morphological, and metabolic characteristics 

in common with humans. They are perfect xenotransplant 

organ donors due to these similarities, and they also serve as 

models for human brain and cardiovascular diseases. After 

human disease-causing mutations were discovered, huge 

animals were utilised as disease models for pathology 

studies, medication development, and research into 

regenerative medicine. 

There has been an increase in interest in generating and using 

genome-edited animals since the development of nuclease-

mediated genome editing technology, which considerably 

broadens the range of genetic alterations that may be carried 

out in cattle. Thanks to improvements in cattle technology, 

advantageous genes that would have been lost through 

conventional breeding can now be maintained. This has also 

reduced the cost and production time for the necessary 

mutant animals. A unique breeding strategy for creating 

genetically modified organisms fit for human consumption 

has the potential to involve precise editing of the endogenous 

genome without the inclusion of foreign DNA (Zhao et al., 

2019). 

The outcomes of Yang et al., who were successful in 

eradicating 62 copies of proviruses from the pig genome, 

were highly positive. The researchers created PERV-

inactivated animals using CRISPR/Cas9 in a pig cell line and 

SCNT (Yang et al., 2015, Niu et al., 2017, Zhao et al., 2019), 

which shows potential for the clinical application of PERV-

free pig organs in xenotransplantation. 

Challenges and possible concerns- 

Clinical translation obstacles 

Genome editing technologies face significant challenges that 

must be overcome, particularly those pertaining to the safety 

and efficacy of these treatments. Before these tools can be 

employed in clinical care, engineering progress in a number 

of areas will be required because these treatments' molecular 

makeup differs greatly from small-molecule and biologic 

treatments. 

Raising gene correction's effectiveness 

Although the amount of genomic change in a target cell 

population required to have a therapeutic effect varies from 

condition to condition, higher editing rates will increase the 

efficacy of most editing treatments. Editing is controlled, as 

indicated previously, by the rate at which DSBs are repaired. 

Given that NHEJ-mediated DSB repair is already present in 

most cell types and is rather effective, the main issue up to 

this point has been to increase HDR's effectiveness. Due to 

the fact that HDR's machinery is only selectively engaged 

during cell division and is downregulated in slowly cycling 

or post-mitotic cells, HDR has so far exclusively been used 

in dividing cells for genome editing.The ex vivo stimulation 

of mitosis using pharmacologic drugs has made it possible to 

largely avoidcell cycle regulation for slow-cycling cell types. 

The method has some promise, but it is unlikely to work with 

actual post-mitotic cells (Cox et al., 2015). 

Numerous cell line-based studies have revealed that during 

Cas9-mediated mutagenesis, the nuclease drastically changed 

a small number of off-target sites with a significant degree of 

sequence similarity to the target. Only off-target sites that 

could be predicted computationally are included in the 

research's conclusions. Recent whole genome sequencing of 

Cas9-edited cell lines revealed a low rate of off-target 

mutations, suggesting that the Cas9-mediated genome editing 

may be focused (Veres et al., 2014). However additionally, 

the target selectivity can be improved by truncating the guide 

RNA or by using an RNA-guided FokI nuclease made by 

combining the catalytically inactive Cas9 domain with the 

FokI nuclease domain (Cox et al., 2015). 

 

References 

 

Adli, M. (2018). The CRISPR tool kit for genome editing 

and beyond. Nature communications, 9(1), 1911. 

Barrangou, R., Fremaux, C., Deveau, H., Richards, M., 

Boyaval, P., Moineau, S., ...& Horvath, P. (2007). 

CRISPR providesacquired resistance against viruses in 

prokaryotes. Science, 315(5819), 1709-1712. 

Bendixen, E., Danielsen, M., Larsen, K., &Bendixen, C. 

(2010). Advances in porcine genomics and 

proteomics—a toolbox for developing the pig as a 

model organism for molecular biomedical research. 

Briefings in functional genomics, 9(3), 208-219. 

Bibikova, M., Carroll, D., Segal, D. J., Trautman, J. K., 

Smith, J., Kim, Y. G., &Chandrasegaran, S. (2001). 

Stimulation of homologous recombination through 

targeted cleavage by chimeric nucleases. Molecular and 

cellular biology, 21(1), 289-297. 

Billon, P., Bryant, E. E., Joseph, S. A., Nambiar, T. S., 

Hayward, S. B., Rothstein, R., &Ciccia, A. (2017). 

49 



 

J.Sci.Innov.Nat.Earth  

Deciphering the Role of Gene Editing: Retort for Perplexed Unhealthy and Diseased Conditions 

CRISPR-mediated base editing enables efficient 

disruption of eukaryotic genes through induction of 

STOP codons. Molecular cell, 67(6), 1068-1079. 

Boch, J., Scholze, H., Schornack, S., Landgraf, A., Hahn, S., 

Kay, S., ...&Bonas, U. (2009). Breaking the code of 

DNA binding specificity of TAL-type III effectors. 

Science, 326(5959), 1509-1512. 

Bolotin, A., Quinquis, B., Sorokin, A., & Ehrlich, S. D. 

(2005). Clustered regularly interspaced short 

palindrome repeats (CRISPRs) have spacers of 

extrachromosomal origin. Microbiology, 151(8), 2551-

2561. 

Broughton, J. P., Deng, X., Yu, G., Fasching, C. L., 

Servellita, V., Singh, J., ...& Chiu, C. Y. (2020). 

CRISPR–Cas12-based detection of SARS-CoV-2. 

Nature biotechnology, 38(7), 870-874. 

Capecchi, M. R. (1989). Altering the genome by homologous 

recombination. Science, 244(4910), 1288-1292. 

Chan, A. W. (2013). Progress and prospects for genetic 

modification of nonhuman primate models in 

biomedical research. ilar Journal, 54(2), 211-223. 

Cong, L., Ran, F. A., Cox, D., Lin, S., Barretto, R., Habib, 

N., ...& Zhang, F. (2013). Multiplex genome 

engineering using CRISPR/Cas systems. Science, 

339(6121), 819-823. 

Cox, D. B. T., Platt, R. J., & Zhang, F. (2015). Therapeutic 

genome editing: prospects and challenges. Nature 

medicine, 21(2), 121-131. 

Danna, K., & Nathans, D. (1971). Specific cleavage of 

simian virus 40 DNA by restriction endonuclease of 

Hemophilusinfluenzae. Proceedings of the National 

Academy of Sciences, 68(12), 2913-2917. 

Gaudelli, N. M., Komor, A. C., Rees, H. A., Packer, M. S., 

Badran, A. H., Bryson, D. I., & Liu, D. R. (2017). 

Programmable base editing of A• T to G• C in genomic 

DNA without DNA cleavage. Nature, 551(7681), 464-

471. 

Gilbert, L. A., Larson, M. H., Morsut, L., Liu, Z., Brar, G. 

A., Torres, S. E., ...&Qi, L. S. (2013). CRISPR-

mediated modular RNA-guided regulation of 

transcription in eukaryotes. Cell, 154(2), 442-451. 

Hess, G. T., Frésard, L., Han, K., Lee, C. H., Li, A., 

Cimprich, K. A., ...&Bassik, M. C. (2016). Directed 

evolution using dCas9-targeted somatic hypermutation 

in mammalian cells. Nature methods, 13(12), 1036-

1042. 

Jansen, R., Embden, J. D. V., Gaastra, W., &Schouls, L. M. 

(2002). Identification of genes that are associated with 

DNA repeats in prokaryotes. Molecular microbiology, 

43(6), 1565-1575. 

Jeggo, P. A. (1998). 5 DNA Breakage and Repair. Advances 

in genetics, 38, 185-218. 

Jinek, M., Chylinski, K., Fonfara, I., Hauer, M., Doudna, J. 

A., &Charpentier, E. (2012). A programmable dual-

RNA–guided DNA endonuclease in adaptive bacterial 

immunity. science, 337(6096), 816-821. 

Jinek, M., East, A., Cheng, A., Lin, S., Ma, E., &Doudna, J. 

(2013). RNA-programmed genome editing in human 

cells. elife, 2, e00471. 

Kampmann, M. (2020). CRISPR-based functional genomics 

for neurological disease. Nature Reviews Neurology, 

16(9), 465-480. 

Karavolias, N. G., Horner, W., Abugu, M. N., &Evanega, S. 

N. (2021). Application of gene editing for climate 

change in agriculture. Frontiers in Sustainable Food 

Systems, 5, 685801. 

Kelly Jr, T. J., & Smith, H. O. (1970). A restriction enzyme 

from Hemophilusinfluenzae: II. Base sequence of the 

recognition site. Journal of molecular biology, 51(2), 

393-409. 

Kim, Y. G., Cha, J., &Chandrasegaran, S. (1996). Hybrid 

restriction enzymes: zinc finger fusions to Fok I 

cleavage domain. Proceedings of the National Academy 

of Sciences, 93(3), 1156-1160. 

Klug, A., & Rhodes, D. (1987, January). Zinc fingers: a 

novel protein fold for nucleic acid recognition. In Cold 

Spring Harbor symposia on quantitative biology (Vol. 

52, pp. 473-482). Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory Press. 

Komor, A. C., Kim, Y. B., Packer, M. S., Zuris, J. A., & Liu, 

D. R. (2016). Programmable editing of a target base in 

genomic DNA without double-stranded DNA cleavage. 

Nature, 533(7603), 420-424. 

Kuscu, C., Parlak, M., Tufan, T., Yang, J., Szlachta, K., Wei, 

X., ...&Adli, M. (2017). CRISPR-STOP: gene silencing 

through base-editing-induced nonsense mutations. 

Nature methods, 14(7), 710-712. 

Li, T., Huang, S., Zhao, X., Wright, D. A., Carpenter, S., 

Spalding, M. H., ...& Yang, B. (2011). Modularly 

assembled designer TAL effector nucleases for targeted 

gene knockout and gene replacement in eukaryotes. 

Nucleic acids research, 39(14), 6315-6325. 

Ma, Y., Zhang, J., Yin, W., Zhang, Z., Song, Y., & Chang, 

X. (2016). Targeted AID-mediated mutagenesis (TAM) 

enables efficient genomic diversification in mammalian 

cells. Nature methods, 13(12), 1029-1035. 

Mali, P., Yang, L., Esvelt, K. M., Aach, J., Guell, M., 

DiCarlo, J. E., ...& Church, G. M. (2013). RNA-guided 

human genome engineering via Cas9. Science, 

339(6121), 823-826. 

Miller, J. C., Holmes, M. C., Wang, J., Guschin, D. Y., Lee, 

Y. L., Rupniewski, I., ...& Rebar, E. J. (2007). An 

improved zinc-finger nuclease architecture for highly 

specific genome editing. Nature biotechnology, 25(7), 

778-785. 

Miller, J. C., Tan, S., Qiao, G., Barlow, K. A., Wang, J., Xia, 

D. F., ...& Rebar, E. J. (2011). A TALE nuclease 

architecture for efficient genome editing. Nature 

biotechnology, 29(2), 143-148. 

Mojica, F. J., Díez-Villaseñor, C. S., García-Martínez, J., 

&Soria, E. (2005). Intervening sequences of regularly 

spaced prokaryotic repeats derive from foreign genetic 

elements. Journal of molecular evolution, 60, 174-182. 

Mojica, F. J., Díez‐Villaseñor, C., Soria, E., &Juez, G. 

(2000). Biological significance of a family of regularly 

spaced repeats in the genomes of Archaea, Bacteria and 

mitochondria. Molecular microbiology, 36(1), 244-246. 

Moscou, M. J., &Bogdanove, A. J. (2009). A simple cipher 

governs DNA recognition by TAL effectors. Science, 

326(5959), 1501-1501. 

Nishida, K., Arazoe, T., Yachie, N., Banno, S., Kakimoto, 

M., Tabata, M., ...& Kondo, A. (2016). Targeted 

nucleotide editing using hybrid prokaryotic and 

vertebrate adaptive immune systems. Science, 

353(6305), aaf8729. 

Niu, D., Wei, H. J., Lin, L., George, H., Wang, T., Lee, I. H., 

...& Yang, L. (2017). Inactivation of porcine 

endogenous retrovirus in pigs using CRISPR-Cas9. 

Science, 357(6357), 1303-1307. 

50 



 

J.Sci.Innov.Nat.Earth  

Sharma et. al., 2023 

Porteus, M. H., & Baltimore, D. (2003). Chimeric nucleases 

stimulate gene targeting in human cells. Science, 

300(5620), 763-763. 

Pourcel, C., Salvignol, G., &Vergnaud, G. (2005). CRISPR 

elements in Yersiniapestisacquire new repeats by 

preferential uptake of bacteriophage DNA, 

andprovideadditional tools for evolutionary studies. 

Microbiology, 151(3), 653-663. 

Ricroch, A. (2019, August). Global developments of genome 

editing in agriculture. In Transgenic research (Vol. 28, 

pp. 45-52). Springer International Publishing. 

Rosen, L. E., Morrison, H. A., Masri, S., Brown, M. J., 

Springstubb, B., Sussman, D., ...& Seligman, L. M. 

(2006). Homing endonuclease I-CreI derivatives with 

novel DNA target specificities. Nucleic acids research, 

34(17), 4791-4800. 

Rouet, P., Smih, F., &Jasin, M. (1994). Introduction of 

double-strand breaks into the genome of mouse cells by 

expression of a rare-cutting endonuclease. Molecular 

and cellular biology, 14(12), 8096-8106. 

Rudin, N., Sugarman, E., & Haber, J. E. (1989). Genetic and 

physical analysis of double-strand break repair and 

recombination in Saccharomycescerevisiae. Genetics, 

122(3), 519-534. 

Seligman, L. M., Chisholm, K. M., Chevalier, B. S., 

Chadsey, M. S., Edwards, S. T., Savage, J. H., &Veillet, 

A. L. (2002). Mutations altering the cleavage specificity 

of a homing endonuclease. Nucleic acids research, 

30(17), 3870-3879. 

Singh, M., Agarwal, V., Jindal, D., Pancham, P., Agarwal, S., 

Mani, S., &Jha, S. K. (2023). Recent Updates on 

Corticosteroid-Induced Neuropsychiatric Disorders and 

Theranostic Advancements through Gene Editing 

Tools. Diagnostics, 13(3), 337. 

Smith, H. O., &Welcox, K. W. (1970). A restriction enzyme 

from Hemophilusinfluenzae: I. Purification and general 

properties. Journal of molecular biology, 51(2), 379-

391 

Smithies, O., Gregg, R. G., Boggs, S. S., Koralewski, M. A., 

&Kucherlapati, R. S. (1985). Insertion of DNA 

sequences into the human chromosomal β-globin locus 

by homologous recombination. Nature, 317(6034), 230-

234. 

Sussman, D., Chadsey, M., Fauce, S., Engel, A., Bruett, A., 

MonnatJr, R.,& Seligman, L. M. (2004). Isolation and 

characterization of new homing endonuclease 

specificities at individual target site positions. Journal 

of molecular biology, 342(1), 31-41. 

Thomas, K. R., Folger, K. R., &Capecchi, M. R. (1986). 

High frequency targeting of genes to specific sites in 

the mammalian genome. Cell, 44(3), 419-428. 

Tsai, K. L., Clark, L. A., & Murphy, K. E. (2007). 

Understanding hereditary diseases using the dog and 

human as companion model systems. Mammalian 

Genome, 18, 444-451. 

Ugalde, L., Fañanas, S., Torres, R., Quintana-Bustamante, 

O., & Río, P. (2023). Clustered regularly interspaced 

short palindromic repeats/Cas9-mediated gene editing. 

A promising strategy in hematological disorders. 

Cytotherapy. 

Urnov, F. D., Miller, J. C., Lee, Y. L., Beausejour, C. M., 

Rock, J. M., Augustus, S., ...& Holmes, M. C. (2005). 

Highly efficient endogenous human gene correction 

using designed zinc-finger nucleases. Nature, 

435(7042), 646-651. 

Urnov, F. D., Rebar, E. J., Holmes, M. C., Zhang, H. S., & 

Gregory, P. D. (2010). Genome editing with engineered 

zinc finger nucleases. Nature Reviews Genetics, 11(9), 

636-646. 

Veres, A., Gosis, B. S., Ding, Q., Collins, R., Ragavendran, 

A., Brand, H., ...&Musunuru, K. (2014). Low incidence 

of off-target mutations in individual CRISPR-Cas9 and 

TALEN targeted human stem cell clones detected by 

whole-genome sequencing. Cell stem cell, 15(1), 27-30. 

Yang, L., Güell, M., Niu, D., George, H., Lesha, E., Grishin, 

D., ...& Church, G. (2015). Genome-wide inactivation 

of porcine endogenous retroviruses (PERVs). Science, 

350(6264), 1101-1104. 

Zabaleta, N., Unzu, C., Weber, N. D., & Gonzalez-

Aseguinolaza, G. (2023). Gene therapy for liver 

diseases—progress and challenges. Nature Reviews 

Gastroenterology &Hepatology, 1-18. 

Zhang, C., Srivastava, A. K., &Sadanandom, A. (2019). 

Targeted mutagenesis of the SUMO protease, Overly 

Tolerant to Salt1 in rice through CRISPR/Cas9-

mediated genome editing reveals a major role of this 

SUMO protease in salt tolerance. BioRxiv, 555706. 

Zhang, F., Cong, L., Lodato, S., Kosuri, S., Church, G. M., 

&Arlotta, P. (2011). Efficient construction of sequence-

specific TAL effectors for modulating mammalian 

transcription. Nature biotechnology, 29(2), 149-153. 

Zhang, H., Qin, C., An, C., Zheng, X., Wen, S., Chen, W., 

...& Wu, Y. (2021). Application of the CRISPR/Cas9-

based gene editing technique in basic research, 

diagnosis, and therapy of cancer. Molecular Cancer, 20, 

1-22. 

Zhao, J., Lai, L., Ji, W., & Zhou, Q.(2019). Genome editing 

in large animals: current status and future prospects. 

National Science Review, 6(3), 402-420.

 

 

 

 

Cite this article-  

Shweta Sharma, Parul Singh, AkshitaTiwari, Faizan ul Haque, Vijaylaxmi Tripathi, Nupur Raghav, Shweta Sharma, Priyambada Kumari, 2023, 

―Deciphering the Role of Gene Editing: Retort for Perplexed Unhealthy and Diseased Conditions‖ journal of Science Innovations and Nature of Earth, 

Vol. 3(1), page- 46-51 

www.doi.org/10.59436/jsiane.com/archives3/12/73 

 

 

51 


